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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on December 20, 2004 has been entered and considered 
by examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 4, 5, 7, 19, 20, 21 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Reber et al. (6,418,325) in view of Suso et al (6,466,202 B1) in 
view of Pallakoff (US 2002/01 51283 A1 Pub 10/17//002). 

With regard to claim 4 Reber et al. teaches a method for displaying information 
(figure 4 items 44 and 10) comprising: displaying information in a display screen region 
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of a hand held device in an area identified by permanent printing (SEE Reber figure 2, 
items 26 and 30 "permanent image" reads on permanent printing, column 3, lines 30- 
37, 55-62 , column 4, lines 16-21 "liquid crystal display" note how in figure 4 you see 
the numbers and then in figure 5 they are no longer displayed ), wherein said hand held 
device comprises a main display screen region distinct from said display screen region ( 
figure 4, item 44), said main display screen region free of any area of permanent 
printing (figure 4, item 44), wherein said display screen region is implemented using a 
first display screen unit (figure 4, item 10), and said main display screen region is 
implemented using a second display screen unit (figure 4, item 44). Reber does not 
mention the display information generated from computer. 

In same field of endeavor, Suso teaches the display screenregion (1 1 ) generated 
by computer; see Figs. 3a-3b and see column 7, line 12 through column 8, line 22. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the invention 
was made to have used computer generated information in the display screen region 
as taught by Suso to the touch screen of Reber so that the display screen region can 
used in different purposes such as displaying telephone keys and displaying video 
image from camera 9see column 7, lines 13-57 of Suso) 

Reber et al and Suso et al . do not directly illustrate a mere "use" recitation, of 
which his device is capable of doing, such as "turning off said second display screen 
unit and displaying said information on said first display screen unit". 
However, Pallakoff also shows a hand held electronic device having at least two 
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displays the main or second display being of low resolution the user has the option of 
viewing a large image on the high resolution of high resolution and the first display 
being display or a subset of the large image on the low resolution display (SEE 
Pallakoff abstract and figure 5, items 500 and 501 and section (001 1) ) and further 
Pallakoff teaches turning off second display when using first display (SEE Pallakoff 
section (001 5)) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the Reber et al. and Suso phone so that his second 
display is of high resolution and the first display is low resolution whereby the "user" can 
M turn off said second display screen unit and display said information on said first 
display screen unit" as taught by Pallakoff because he teaches this saves power (SEE 
Pallakoff section (0015)). 

With regard to claim 5, the combination of Reber et al. and Pallakoff was found 
above to already read on most of the limitations of claim 5 in addition the applicant is 
now claiming, "displaying said information on said first display screen unit automatically 
in response to a signal for turning off said second display screen unit" . (SEE Pallakoff 
abstract 1 , 1 1 When a user is viewing a Web page (or other content) on a device's micro 
display held near-to-eye, the device allows the user to position a cursor or a rectangular 
outline (or some other indication of a "region of interest") on a particular part of the Web 
page, and then when the user moves he device out to arms'-length viewing, the user 
should be able to view is, view a subset of the larger image that that region of interest 
on the direct-view display-that appeared on the micro display" also see section [0015] 
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"In addition, when the user is not holding the device near-to-eye, the micro display can 
be turned off or idled, saving power-so devices that use this invention can use 
significantly less power than devices that leave micro displays on continuously, 
"recitations above are merely directed towards an obvious intended use" of the 
Reber/Pallakoff looks in the micro combination where the user display focuses on a 
particular information or region on that display hits a button that causes a signal 
automatically turn off that display and then holds the device at arms length and sees 
that the particular information is automatically displayed on the direct view display. The 
examiner simply can not see any novel distinction in this combination of Reber/Pallakoff 
broadly written claim in view of what the structure which was obviously capable of being 
used that way). 

With regard to claim 7, the combination of Reber et al. and Pallakoff was found 
is clear that applicants claimed above in claims 4 and 5 to already read on most of the 
limitations of claim 7 in addition the applicant is now claiming, "a clock display" is the 
type of said information sent (SEE Pallakoff see Figure 6 which shows "clock 
information" such as "2:20pm" was sent). 

With regard to claim 19, the combination of Reber et al. and Pallakoff was found 
above to already read on most of the limitations of claim 19 in addition the applicant is 
now claiming, "a hand held computer system" (SEE Reber et al. figure 1, item 16) and 
fudher "wherein said first display screen unit is configured to remain operational 
when said second display unit is turned off 1 (SEE Pallakoff section (001%). 

With regard to claim 20, the combination of Reber et al. and Pallakoff was found 
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above to already read on most of the limitations of claim 20 in addition the applicant is 
now claiming, "wherein said first display screen unit is configured to turn on 
automatically in response to a signal turning off said second display screen unit"' which 
is also taught by Pallakoff see section (0015) also see rejection of 1 and 5 above. 

With regard to claim 21 , the combination of Reber et al. and Pallakoff was found 
above to already read on most of the limitations of claim 21 in addition the applicant is 
now claiming, "wherein said first display screen unit is specialized for a clock display" 
(SEE Pallakoff see Figure 6 which shows "clock information" such as r2:20pm" and 
since it displays clock information one of ordinary skill in the art would of put forth the 
statement that the device was at least specialized and displaying clock information). 

With regard to claim 24, the combination of Reber et al. and Pallakoff was found 
above to already read on most of the limitations of claim 24 where the "displaying 
information" and "response to a signal" claimed above also reads on "secondary 
information" and "response to an event" in addition the applicant is now claiming, 
"wherein said displaying secondary information does not interfere with said displaying 
program information on said main display screen region" and wherein said event is an 
incoming phone call and wherein said secondary information is a dialog enabling the 
receipt of said phone call (SEE Pallakoff figure 5 items 500-503 and figure 6 items 604 
and 600 wherein figures 5 and 6 clearly illustrate this feature wherein the incoming call 
does not interfere with the main program and SEE Reber et al figure 2, item 72 and 
figure 4, item 1 16 column 8, line 24, "to answer an incoming telephone call"). 

With regard to claim 25, the combination of Reber et al. and Pallakoff was found 
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above to already read on most of the limitations of claim 25 where in addition the 
applicant is now claiming, "wherein said event is the receipt of a short message and 
wherein said secondary information is the body of said short message" (SEE Pallakoff 
illustrates this in figure 6 items 600 and SEE Reber figure 4). 

With regard to claim 26, the combination of Reber et al. and Pallakoff was found 
above to already read on most of the limitations of claim 26 and in addition the applicant 
is now claiming, "wherein said secondary information i: clock display information" (SEE 
Pallakoff figure 6). 

3. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
combination Reber et al. (6,418,325), Suso et al and Pallakoff (US 2002/0151283 A1 
pub 10/17/2002) in view of Horie et al. (US 20020058529 A1 pub 5/16/2002) . 

With regard to claim 22 the combination of Reber et al., Suso et al and Pallakoff 
was found above to already read on most of the limitations of claim 22 in addition the 
applicant is now claiming, "a protective display cover" See Reber et al. where figure 4 
item 104 pivot point for cover and section (0009) (0010). 

The combination of Reber et al. and Pallakoff does not illustrate "said protective 
display cover comprising at least one non-opaque region for viewing said first display 
region through said non-opaque region when said display cover is covering the display". 
However Horie et al. teaches a protective display cover comprising at least one 
non-opaque region for viewing display region through said nonopaque region when said 
display cover is covering the display (figure 3, items 3 and 12). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the combination of Reber et al. f Suso and Pallakoff 
display cover to be like Horie et al. because he teaches it's the preferred type cover 
because you can protect most of the display and still see a pad of it SEE seclion (0010). 

4. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable pver the 
combination Reber et al. (6,418,325), Suso and Pallakoff (US 2002/0151283 A1 pub 
10/17/2002) in view of Lui et al. (6,552,719) 

With regard to claim 27, the combination of Reber et al., Suso and Pallakoff was 
found above to already read on most of the limitations of claim 27 and in addition the 
applicant is now claiming, "wherein said event is a program event requiring a user to 
enter alphanumeric data into said program and wherein said secondary information is a 
keyboard image" of which the combination of Reber al., Suso and Pallakoff does not 
illustrate. However Lui et al. teaches a system and method for automatically switching 
between writing and text input modes in figures 5 item 52 "keyboard icon" to figure 6 
item 50 a actual usable touch image of a keyboard. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the combination of Reber et al./Pallakoff display to have a 
keyboard option as taught by Lui et al. because by not having hard keys it frees up 
more room for a larger display which is much more desirable. 
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Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Dutta et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,724 t 370 B2) is cited to teach a portable computer 
including touch screen as the same way as applicant disclosed device. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicants arguments with respect to claims 4-5, 7, 19-22 and 24-27 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In view of amendment, the reference of Suso has been added for new ground of 
rejection. 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chanh Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7772. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on (571) 272-3638. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). . t A 
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